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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CITY, MARYLAND 
______________________________ 
     ) 
JOSHUA HARRIS   ) 
     ) 
 Petitioner,   ) 
     ) 
v.     )  Case No.: 24-C-21-002000 
     ) 
COURTNEY FIX, et al.  ) 
     )   
 Respondents.   ) 
______________________________) 
 
COMPLAINT FOR HARRASSMENT AND DEFAMATION 
 
 Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-301, et. seq., Petitioner,  
Joshua Harris (“Petitioner” or “Mr. Harris”), hereby submits his Complaint for Harassment and 
Defamation against Defendants,  Courtney Fix (“Ms. Fix”) and Get Your Fix LLC (“Get Your 
Fix” or the “Company” or, collectively “Defendants”).  For his Complaint, Plaintiff alleges as 
follows: 
THE PARTIES 
1. Petitioner is an adult, African American male, currently employed as a 
Communications Director at an undisclosed location.  Petitioner also serves as the Vice President 
of the Baltimore City Branch of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People 
(“NAACP”) and spends a great deal of his free time advocating for all kinds of human rights 
matters.  
2. Ms. Fix is an adult Caucasian female and resident of the State of Maryland who 
owns and operates a doughnut shop, namely Full Circle Doughnuts. 
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3. Get Your Fix LLC is a limited liability company, organized under the laws of the 
State of Maryland.  Get Your Fix LLC does business under the trade name Full Circle, An Artisan 
Palace, but is also known to the public as Full Circle Doughnuts. 
4. To date, Petitioner has never met, come into contact with, or spoken to Defendants.   
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
5. Pursuant to the Maryland Code, Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article, Section 
6-102, this Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendants because Ms. Fix is domiciled in 
Baltimore City, Maryland and the Company is organized under the laws of the State of Maryland, 
as well as maintains its principal place of business here. 
6. Pursuant to the Maryland Code, Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article, Section 
6-201, venue is proper in this matter because Mr. Harris and Ms. Fix both reside in Baltimore City, 
Maryland.  Hansford v. District of Columbia, 329 Md. 112, 123 (Md. 1993).  Additionally, the 
Company carries on its regular business in Baltimore City, Maryland.  See id. 
FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
7. Presumably as a marketing tool, Defendants operate an Instagram account under 
the moniker @fullcircle_doughnuts.  However, on or about April 28, 2021, at least one (1) 
unknown person reported @fullcircle_doughnuts to Instagram for inappropriate content.  As a 
result, the @fullcircle_doughnuts account was deactivated.  In response, Ms. Fix made her 
personal Instagram Account – which uses the moniker @getchafix – publicly available.  Ms. Fix 
went on to open an additional Instagram account under the moniker @fullcircledoughmadic.   
8. On May 5, 2021, in reaction to receiving a notification copy of what was originally 
intended to be Petitioner’s filing in this matter, Defendants changed the @getchafix moniker to 
@woozyfacefix.  On information and belief, the name change was designed to mock Paragraph 
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7(D) of Petitioner’s original Emergency Request for Temporary Restraining Order.  See Docket 
Entry No. 1. 
9. Under the moniker @fullcircle_doughuts, Defendants had over Fourteen Thousand 
Six-Hundred (14,600) individual followers.  Under the moniker @woozyfacefix, Ms. Fix has over 
Two-Thousand (2,000) individual followers.  Under the moniker @fullcircledoughmadic, 
Defendants have over Three-Thousand (3,000) individual followers.   
10. Using the moniker @fullcircle_doughnuts, Defendants defamed Petitioner by 
explicitly characterizing him as a racist and/or a sexual predator.   
11. More specifically: 
A. On or about April 1, 2021, Defendants posted a picture of Petitioner with 
another social activist patronizing a local Baltimore dining establishment (the “April 1st Post”).  
She wrote on the picture:  “A social activist that supports a racist restaurant…hmmm.  Y’all watch 
who you idolize…” and “[b]e wary of the man on the left,” seemingly to identify Petitioner, 
“[s]exual predator Liar, ig scammer.”   
B. On information and belief, Defendants then commented on the April 1st post 
saying: 
(i) “Joshua Harris is a literal psychopath womanizer who I consider to be 
dangerous!!”   
(ii) “Joshua Harris is TRASH.  He is a pathological liar, narcissist, and 
manipulator.  He has multiple relationships with multiple women in multiple cities.  
He is a predator and danger to women everywhere.”   
(iii) “I CAN NOT THANK YOU ENOUGH FOR SHARING THIS.  Joshua 
Harris is a known womanizer, narcissist, and pathological liar.  And only puts on a 
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‘I’m a kind/caring advocate for all’ façade for the sole advancement of his political 
success.   
Defendants then made two (2) additional post which included the initial postings and the 
comments.   
C. On April 16, 2021, Defendants identified Petitioner as a sexual predator in 
two (2) additional posts.   
D. On April 20, 2021, Defendants posted another picture of Petitioner with a 
purple arrow pointed at him and six (6) “woozy-face” emojis (the “April 20th Post”), as well as a 
variety of comments being depicted as comments from others which further defame Petitioner’s 
character.   
E. On April 20, 2021, Defendants re-posted the April 20th Post multiple times 
with additional comments which, among other things, state that Petitioner has a sexually 
transmitted disease.   
12. On or about April 27, 2021, an Instagram account was started under the moniker 
@dcmdvacreeps.1  The @dcmdvacreeps account depicts at least 38 unique post, all declaring that 
various individual males (including Petitioner) are rapist, abusers and/or sexual predators.   
13. On April 27, 2021, the @getchafix page posted a statement accusing Petitioner of 
being an abuser, amidst several other named men who are referred to as rapist and abusers, notably 
changing the rating assigned to Petitioner from “predator” to “abuser” and doubling down on her 
defamatory statements.   
14. On April 29, 2021, the @dcmdvacreeps page posted Petitioner’s picture; his name 
in boldface type; a screenshot of his Instagram Account information; and the following statement: 
 
1 On information and belief, this moniker also belongs to Defendants.   
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There are countless stories about this man being generally very abusive towards 
woman. He lies and cheats on everyone he dates.  He also has unprotected sex and 
assures his partners that they’re safe and don’t need a clean STI test as proof.  He’s 
friends with Kwame Rose – another notable abuser in the community.   
 
15. All of Defendants statements regarding Petitioner are harassing, defamatory lies, 
stated publicly as if to be facts.   
16. Defendants can articulate no facts or circumstances which evidence any direct 
interaction with Petitioner; rather, her publications occasionally attempt to root her lies in the 
anonymous statements of others.  On information and belief, no such persons actually exist.   
17. Defendants admit that these likely-fabricated third-party statements are only 
allegations and have not been investigated by her, law enforcement, or any other credible 
investigator:  “[t]he last thing I need to clarify and that I really need to say is  
that everything I’ve heard secondhand is alleged. . . . I have to say that for legal purposes.” Still, 
Defendants continue to post mere allegations—made by persons who, on information and belief, 
are entirely fictional—as facts, all the while knowing (and hoping) that they will be received as 
authentic by her immense social media audience.  
18. Despite admitting that the statements published by them are mere allegations and 
despite all indications that the anonymous witnesses they purport to have do not actually exist, 
Defendants persistently work to harass Petitioner, defame his character and demolish his 
reputation, even to the point of mocking him to prove his innocence as to the bogus statements 
made on their social media accounts.   
19. On April 29, 2021, Petitioner, by and through counsel, attempted to notify 
Defendants of this then-impending Request for temporary restraining order via telephone and 
email.  Defendants received those notifications and publicly awaited receipt of the formal Request.  
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On May 4, 2021, undersigned counsel sent a copy of Petitioner’s initially intended Application 
which was to be filed the following morning.   
20. Thereafter, on May 5, 2021, Ms. Fix called undersigned counsel and left a threating 
voicemail message which said: 
Hi Christina I just wanted to call and commend you well actually no condemn you 
on your defense of a rapist and a sexual predator. . . . this is online for everyone to 
read now and I didn’t know that you went to law school to defend sexual predators, 
but the internet will now know, your business will now suffer. 
 
In the voicemail, Ms. Fix sounded unstable, unpredictable, and dangerous 
21. Defendants also posted at least one (1) explicit and demeaning message which, on 
information and belief, was directed at undersigned counsel as well as a picture of undersigned 
counsel and Petitioner which intended to mock their respective associations with the NAACP.  In 
fear of her safety, undersigned counsel was forced to postpone a hearing scheduled for the morning 
of May 5, 2021 in order to contact law enforcement, report Ms. Fix for harassment, and pursue a 
peace order against her which is now pending in the District Court of Howard County under Case 
No. D-101-CV-21-812076. 
22. Additionally, on or about May 5, 2021, Defendants doubled down as to their false 
statements regarding Petitioner  by posting copies of the initial Application with a gif image of a 
figure rolling their eyes, “hysterical laughter” emojis, the message “LOLOLOL LETS GO,” a 
request for “stories” about the Petitioner, and a mocking comment about the “dressiest jumpsuit” 
she intends to wear to court.  She also reposted several previous posts accusing Petitioner of 
sexually predatory behavior and stated that “I’m gonna keep posting this isn’t illegal and they’re 
dumb to think I’m scared of them.”  See id.   
23. Then, Defendants posted a weird video of Ms. Fix eating which was specifically 
directed at Petitioner with the clear intention to further harass him.  The video characterizes the 
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instant legal action as “play” and reads, “[e]very single person on this earth has had a problem 
with a person named . . . Josh.”   
24. Still, Defendants also backtracked their prior statements when they made the 
following post: 
In regards to You Know Who (Josh) I think he’s trying to see if anyone is accusing 
him of anything along the lines of the other predators.  Which is hard because did 
he assault anyone?  Not that I know of. . .  
 
As well as a comment attempting to reduce her liability in making prior defamatory statements 
calling Petitioner and/or otherwise characterizing him as a rapist and a sexual predator:  “the claims 
are he’s a manipulative toxic abusive womanizer who doesn’t want to be found out.”   
25. To date, Defendants continue to make harassing, defamatory remarks on their 
Instagram Accounts about both Petitioner and his counsel, including, but not limited to starting a 
website at outyourabuser.com and dedicating a full page to Petitioner which again reflect her prior 
defamatory statements and publications. 
26. As a result of Defendants’ actions, Petitioner has suffered substantial harm to his 




27. Petitioner incorporates Paragraphs 1-25 of this Complaint as if fully stated hearing. 
28. Defendants, with malice, oppression, or fraud, made and published false statements 
which falsely represented Petitioner as a rapist, sexual deviant, and womanizer, among other 
things. 
29. The plain import of Defendants’ statements and publications are a direct attack as 
to Petitioner’s character and are reasonably understood to label Petitioner as a rapist, a sexual 
deviant, and a sexual predator. 
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30. Moreover, Defendants’ statements and publications are being stated as if they are 
pure truths from a person with first hand knowledge despite the facts that Defendants and Petitioner 
have never met, spoken, or come into contact with one another and despite the fact that the 
statements are not based in fact. 
31. It is therefore apparent that on their face, Defendants’ statements and publications 
are intended to convey that Petitioner is has committed a crime where no crime has been committed 
as Petitioner has never engaged in a non-consensual relationship with any individual. 
32. Defendants demonstrated that they knew the statements made were false and/or 
substantially incorrect. 
33. Defendants knew that the statements and publications made were false and/or 
substantially incorrect and/or had serious doubts about the truth of their statements and 
publications and/or made them with a reckless disregard for their truth or falsity. 
34. Moreover, since Defendants had no direct (nor indirect) connection to the incidents 
she has presented to the public as facts, Defendants necessarily acted in reckless disregard of the 
truth or falsity of the statements and publications because they would have no way of knowing one 
way or the other as to whether any such incident ever occurred.  Nevertheless, and despite that 
fact, they chose to defame and disparage Petitioner throughout Baltimore City, as well as 
nationally, to at least fifteen (15) thousand followers. 
35. Defendants’ statements and publications regarding Petitioner were defamatory per 
se. 
36. As a result of those false statements and publications, Petitioner was subjected to 
public scorn, hatred, contempt and ridicule. 
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37. As a result of those false statements and publications, approximately 15,000 
persons in and outside of Baltimore City were deceived by the statements and discouraged from 
having a good opinion of Petitioner. 
38. As a result of those false statements and publications, multiple persons within 
Baltimore City were discouraged from associating or dealing with Petitioner. 
39. The false statements and publications made by Defendants reflected unfavorably 
on Petitioner’s business reputation, business integrity, and profession. 
40. As a result of those false statements and publications, Petitioner suffered actual 
damages, in an amount to be proven at trial, in the form of financial loss, injury to reputation, 
mental anguish, emotional harm, exposure to contempt, ridicule, and shame, threats, further 
harassment from Defendants’ audience and other tangible injuries. 
41. Petitioner’s damages exceed $75,000. 
WHEREFORE, Petitioner request that this honorable Court: 
A. Award Petitioner punitive damages in an amount to be proven at trial; 
B. Award Petitioner compensatory damages in an amount to be proven at trial; 
C. Award Petitioner injunctive relief prohibiting Defendants from communicating 
regarding him at any time, place, or location and through any means whether oral or written; 
D. Award Petitioner injunctive relief requiring Defendants to issue a public apology 
and to recant the false statements and publications; 
E. Award Petitioner Pre-judgment and post-judgment interest 
F. Grant Petitioner his reasonable attorney’s fees for having to bring this matter; and, 






      THE LAW OFFICE OF 
      CHRISTINA J. BOSTICK 
 
 
      _______________________________ 
      Christina J. Bostick, Esq. 
      CPF No.:  1012140073    
      cjbostick@BostickLawOffice.com 
      9520 Berger Road 
      Suite 212 
      Columbia, Maryland 21046 
      1 (855) 267-8425 (t) 
      (443) 283-4295 (f) 
 






I solemnly swear or affirm under the penalty of perjury that I have read the foregoing and 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 3rd day of June 2021, a courtesy copy of the foregoing 
was sent via electronic delivery to: 
    Courtney Fix 
    Get Your Fix LLC 
    5951 Western Park Drive 
    Baltimore, MD 21211 
 
    getyourfix35@gmail.com 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 3rd day of June 2021, a courtesy copy of the foregoing 
was sent via certified mail to: 
    Courtney Fix 
    Get Your Fix LLC 
    3528 Chestnut Ave 
Baltimore, MD 21211 
 









   
   
             
      Christina J. Bostick, Esquire 
 
 
